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ABSTRACT 

Graphs and charts pertaining to testing in 
affirmative action are presented. Data concern the following: the 
predictive validity of College Board admissions tests using freshman 
grade point average as the criterion; validity coefficients of 
undergraduate grade point average (DG PA) alone, Law School Admission 
Test (LSAT) scores, and undergraduate average combined with LSAT 
scores; validity coefficients for five predictors, of success in 
graduate school in nine fields; the proportion of students at various 
levels of Graduate Record Examination Advanced test scores in 
chemistry, physics, and psychology who attained the Ph.D. within ten 
years; scatter plot diagrams showing prediction without selection and 
prediction with selection; a hypothetical example showing effect of 
restriction in rang** of talent on the size of the validity 
coefficient; multiple validity coefficients (LSAT and OGPA) for two 
Successive first year classes in 95 law schools; proportion of 
successful selectees as a function of validity and selectivity; 
predicted and actual grades for black and Mexican American students; 
cross-plot of deltas for white-Northeasterns, white-Southeasterns , 
Afro-Americans, Puerto Ricans , Mexican Americans, and 
Latin- Americans. (SW) 
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Median Validity Coefficients in a Hepresencacive Group of 
Studies Using Freshman Average Grade as Che Criterion* 
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Proportion of scudencs ac various levels of CRE Advanced 
cesc scores in ohemiscry, physics, and psychology who 
attained che Ph.D. within 10 y^ars.tf 
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From Creager, 1965 National Research Council Study. 
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SHRUNKEN MULTIPLE CORRELATIONS OF 
SAT-V, SAT-M, and KSGPA for 
GRADES IN VARIOUS COURSES 



Regression Equations for Each Class * 
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*(Goldman, R.D., and Slaughter, R.E. , "Vhy 
College Grade Point Average is Difficult 
to Predict." Journal of Educational Psychology , 
1976', 66, 1, 9-14.) 



,T In sum we believe that the validity problem in 
GPA prediction is a result of the GPA criterion 
rather than the tests that are used as predictors. 
Recognition of this phenomenon vould eliminate 
auch pointless argument about the merits of 
standardized tests for college selection. 11 
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HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES RANGE = 100% VALIDITY 




COMPOSITE PREDICTOR 



Hypothetical example showing effect of restriction 
in range of talent on the size of the validity coefficient 



Range of Correlation Coefficiencs That Would be Expected Co 
Include 95 Percent of Observed Values for Selected Population 
Values and Sample Sizes* 
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(From Schrader, 3. The predictive validity of Coilegs 3oard admissions 
zests, in Angoff , Villiaa 7. The Collage 3oard Admissions Testing Prc^rzn . 
New Yor:<: College Entrance Examination 3oara, 1971.) 



Multiple validity coefficiencs (LSAT and UG?A) for cvo 
successive first: year classes in 95 lav schools (M's range 
from 90 co 500 and average abcuc 175) 
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RELATION BETWEEN STANOING ON A PREDICTOR 
ANO STAMOING ON CRITERION .-OR VALIDITY 
COEFFICIENTS OF .00, .hQ and .60 " 
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Hypothetical Expectancy 
Table for School X 



CHANCES IN 100 0? 
EARNING VARIOUS FIRST- YEAR AVERAGE GRADES 
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Figure 3 

Illustration of regression lines with equal slopes but 

unequal intercepts 
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Table 2 

Predicted and Actual Graces for Black and Mexican 
American Students 3 * 
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The predictions are based on L'CPA and LCAT using the c:c- 
bined group corsul' ng of the total ^inck' or Mexican American 
sample and the proportional while sample. 



Grades were scaled to have a rnrnn of 50 and a standard 
deviation of ]0 for the combined sroup of students within each 
sc;i 00 1. Predictions are for UGPA and I. SAT scores at the r.enn 
of black or Mexican American students within each school « 
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Cross-ploc of Deltas for Vhice-Soueheaseam 
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